


Dear Hal, 12/27/96 

I appreciate t.hp time arid work t h^l> went into your letter and tjShnk 
you far bach. My reply u i 11 br abbreviated by my t ypeuiriter needing a 
repair. I have this fine am • .#ill /fill) not for me but much of strange 

and I'm used to doin’ things on t t]C: oik'ief one automatically • 

The hix'od Talked fiction ir no worth any time at all. The LaFs 
made it all up oujf of ivrhinn. Liter- ry whoring by subject-matter ignoramu- 
ses. I've a bork lenr.th rtudy of 'fhem and t[)eir book. 

As that piece maj^es clear th.ey've conned Marina into believing what 
they made up. I wro'te her in advance but she is hooked so I'll waste no 
more tjbme on that. She did nol respond, ^'m sure the LaFs arranged for 
that Oprah show to prorote their bad book.-^She is hooked on it in her 
letter to the ARRB, But there was no snitch on that arrest. They wrecked th 
L^ieir car speedinc* when police caught thBm speeding and they ^(id not dare 
slop tyiwith those five stolen weapons in it. Five is a bid deal! 

kal ft to qet tbcj t Aemy intelligence stuff. I'd always be/ieved something 
like thivt to explain the reports of GS credentials. The #TF boys had an 
office near there and tl^se lank like other Treasury credentials. 

I do not believe some of th e stuff on Hitchcock and that appears not 
to be a picture of her. She was wealthy, did not need money and if she'd 
wanted to sell the story she'd have dnnoy it earlier, No^f cpnnection with 
any other story or bock effort. 

Most of those with theories are without fact. Particularly true of 
f.ose i ho claim Z was altered. Seems to be impassible and to serve no end. 
Except for nuts building theories on it. 

Li fton knows very well his theory is ohony. Hg has been discussing 
alternative me^ns of ifhi^ing the b'.npb , ( 1 ?/hich was impossible in any event. 
fa: had L ivingstone ' 5 cop stea^l tyy twork 0 »n You are right, i f would 

have done no <jDod to ar<ju& wi t*ln • im and could have done harm to you i ; his 
ine.v/t bln ^iPcst .or ven^e nee. 

I can understand he w nld nl dir. cuss his new book. But did he say 
when i I: will apea=^ appear ‘ th?" is what interests me. 

Incredible he coifld say, think of him as u olumho 

without the raincoat. Can he really believe tht? I do not recall a single 
meaningful thing he has done. Not in ye rs, 

I have no recollection of Faswnll and no recollection of any 
of ]~L//ck's notes disoppesrim; . He did not say t^et in the notes he suppose 
ly made to y* enlace f.tvm. His refe r enre to an assistant staff cannot have 
been to cne at the autoasy. Must have been at /4 fip. 
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When I tried to ret ^antik'g feet an the ground some time 
ago I did not hear from him again. His frame-moving theory is impassible. 
My first film examination was with my Bl^ex projector and I c^ld and did 
stop it on each fr-me. /Any examination of the film as distinguished from 
the slides makes this cle ; -r. (||He is wrong. 

+Simply haven't done their homework «• supplies 

to most, 

irandt is a self-importaht-nut . Waste no more time on him. 

Hemming makes it ell up. And as I think you are beginning 
to perceive r Newman's word is not to be taken. 

Marina* s desire to do somethino can be understood but there is 
nobody linear her who c^n ta lk reaspn to her. She has been fed all that 
nuttiness for yearns apd knows nothing else. Shame but I know of nothing 
that can be done OUtrt it. I did try several times. Nq response. 

I had a more definitive article on the LaFs that Debra asked for but 
it was delayed, she says. I assume that was t^eir newest nut, ^vica f who 
has his own nuttiness and it is awful. He actually solicited a paper on me 
as a government agent for a gathering of the third Becade nuts. 

Jhis machine is ?□□ much for me all of a sudden. Hope I can get my 
□ Id one back tomorrow, i'll remind correct t/)is then. 
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